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REMARKS 

Claims 1-19 and 21 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, the 
specification and claims 1 and 21 are amended. No new matter is added. 

I. Formal Matters 

In the Office Action, the specification is objected to, presumably for not containing 
preferred section headings. By this Amendment, a Substitute Specification is provided in 
which the application has been reformatted and now includes suggested section headings. 
Withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

II. Pending Claims 1-19 and 21 Define Patentable Subject Matter 

In the Office Action, claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent 

Application Publ. No. US2004/0203856 to Wigren et al. in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publ. No. US2006/0135186 to Hans et al. Additionally, claims 9-19 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Wigren in view of Hans, further in view of U.S. Patent No. 7,039,421 to 
Couronne et al. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 1 is amended to clarify that the "means for processing utilizable 
data employ the reference directory stored in the storage means for evaluating data received 
by the communication means." This is supported, for example, by original page 25, lines 16- 
26 (now paragraph [0069]). 

The claims relate to data processing in geodetic devices or systems. Those devices 
receive a large number of data which are broadcast or sometimes communicated 
bidirectionally. However, a preferred application is a non-directional broadcasting of 
correction data for Differential GPS as disclosed in Applicants' page 3, lines 6-13 (now 
paragraph [0006]). However, this gives rise to requirements that the communication be 
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possible with various systems in the transmission range of a reference station, so that a form 
of standardization of transmitted data format is necessary. 

As described in Applicant's background on page 4, lines 5-11 and 20-27 (now 
paragraphs [0009] and [001 1]), a well-known prior art system is provided with ID headers or 
data fields. In this, each message transmitted has after its introductory part, a sequence which 
indicates to the receiver whether further additions follow. From this, the recipient knows how 
to interpret and process the data stream. The additions are indicated by flags or indicators. 
For a limited number of flags, data formats are defined as selected permutations and provided 
with continuous coding. From this number transmitted at the beginning of the 
communication, a device is able to derive the data format and hence evaluate the data fields. 
However, this requires transmission of the flag or indicator in the first data field of each 
transmission. 

The subject matter of independent claim 1 is entirely different in operation. The 
method of claim 1 transmits and stores a reference directory separate from the data 
transmission itself. As the reference directory is separate from data transmission, its size is 
not limited by the data format of the message, and does not contribute to the size of the data 
sent. Instead, after receipt and storage of the reference directory in a geodetic device, the 
directory can be employed for evaluating utilizable data received by the communication 
means at a later point in time. 

This allows a single transmitted reference directory to be used to evaluate data 
broadcast in a large volume. It also can ensure a continuous adaptation of the geodetic 
devices due to revision of standards or formats by allowing an automated or manually 
initiated transmission of the reference directory periodically either as a single transmission or 
distributed over a period of time (Applicant's page 9, lines 7-6, and page 11, lines 15-32 (now 
paragraphs [0026] and [0030])). Thus, due to this approach, the recited method can use a 
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single reference directory to evaluate a large number of data messages sent in a form that 
could otherwise not be processed. Moreover, as an update can be performed periodically at a 
relatively small rate relative to the volume of data messages being transmitted, the 
transmission of a larger directory does not restrict the data stream flow as would an integrated 
approach. 

As admitted in the Office Action, Wigren fails to show transmission of a reference 
directory that is stored in storage means, the reference directory indicating data fields that can 
be evaluated. Hans fails to overcome the deficiencies of Wigren with respect to independent 
claim 1 . 

Hans does not go beyond the state of the art discussed in Applicants 1 paragraphs 
[0009] and [001 1]. That is, Hans merely provides a flag or code in a first data field to 
identify the makeup and/or content of a short message. Based on this, the subscriber can 
decide which parts of the message to download. This flag is limited in size by the first data 
field (Hans paragraph [0010]), must be sent with each transmission (and thus is primarily 
intended for communication between two single devices rather than a broadcast system that 
can continuously transmit data), and increases the size of the transmitted data. Moreover, as 
recognized by Hans in paragraphs [0036] and [0040], its coded data field is still part of the 
transmitted message. Thus, it is not used for different messages sent later as can be achieved 
by the claimed method. 

Thus, even if Hans were combined with Wigren, the combination fails to teach each 
and every feature of independent claim 1 . Moreover, if anything, the alleged combination 
would have led one of ordinary skill in the art to integrate the information regarding format 
and content of a message into the message, whereas the subject matter of independent claim 1 
separates the data message and the reference directory so that the reference directory can 
evaluates a single or multiple broadcast data messages sent after the reference directory. 
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Accordingly, independent claim 1 and claims 2-19 dependent therefrom distinguish 
over Wigren and Hans. Couronne et al. fails to overcome the deficiencies of Wigren and 
Hans with respect to claim 1 . Withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action, claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) to Couronne et al. 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,332,070 to Bochmann et al. This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

Independent system claim 21 is amended similar to method claim 1 and recites, inter 
alia, a first geodetic device including a first communication means. . .for transmitting a 
reference directory indicating in data formats which cannot be directly processed, data fields 
which can be evaluated, and a second geodetic device including a second communication 
means, means for processing utilizable data and storage means. . .arranged so that the 
transmitted reference directory is received and stored, wherein the means for processing 
utilizable data employ the reference directory stored in the storage means for evaluating data 
received by the second communication means. 

The Office Action alleges that Couronne et al. transmits a directory. However, this is 
a "directory of reference transmitter devices" (col. 12, lines 50-65). This is not a reference 
directory for evaluating data in data formats that cannot be directly processed. Moreover, as 
admitted in the Office Action, Couronne et al. fails to show reception and storage of a 
reference directory that is stored in storage means. Bochmann et al. fails to overcome the 
deficiencies of Couronne et al. with respect to independent claim 21 . 

Bochmann et al. is alleged to receive and store a directory (col. 5, line 59 to col. 6, 
line 10). Applicant disagrees. Frequency table 16 and decoding table 26 are not taught to 
store a transmitted reference directory. Moreover, Bochmann et al. fails to teach that means 
for processing utilizable data employ the reference directory stored in the storage means for 
evaluating data received by the communication means. 
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Accordingly, even if combined, the alleged combination fails to teach each and every 
feature of independent claim 21. Accordingly, independent claim 21 distinguishes over 
Couronne et al. and Bochmann et al. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 1-19 and 
21 are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 
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